currently diminutive and redundant "a" to "A"-Water, Animals, Sanitation, and Hygiene-highlighting that reducing exposure to animals and their faeces also needs to be central to WASH approaches. Current programmes focus on containment of human faeces and so do not avert two-thirds of potential faecal hazards, 5 meaning they are unlikely to achieve the large-scale reductions in microbial exposure that we believe are necessary. 4 There are many unknowns in how to best maximise the benefits and minimise the risks of animal ownership. 7 Livestock are crucial to rural livelihoods, contributing to household economic and sociocultural wellbeing, and providing animal-source foods, transport, and manure for fertiliser and fuel. However, the message that animal faeces should be considered potentially hazardous, just as human faeces are, needs to be central to WASH programming, with safe management of animal faeces added to the global WASH agenda. Although some trials have attempted to reduce zoonotic transmission of enteropathogens by providing tools to separate livestock from children, 3, 8, 9 this approach is not always feasible, financially viable (eg, penned chickens require feeding), beneficial to animal health and welfare, or viewed favourably by local community members. Instead, we argue for a more holistic One Health approach to WASH, which considers the interconnection between the health of people, animals, and our shared environment. A One Health approach encourages collaboration across multiple disciplines and sectors with the ultimate goal of achieving optimal health outcomes for all, rather than a singular focus on human health as the endpoint. This approach would provide an opportunity to devise and test integrated programmes that are mindful of the numerous competing and interdependent priorities for households, while considering livestock production, welfare, and social value; soil health and crop yields; and water and air quality, in addition to human health. Indeed, such a comprehensive approach might yield greater gains to all sectors than individually focused projects alone.
Negative trial results, 
